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Abstract
The cancer-testis (CT) family of antigens is expressed in a variety of malignant neoplasms. In most cases, no CT antigen is
found in normal tissues, except in testis, making them ideal targets for cancer immunotherapy. A comprehensive analysis of
CT antigen expression has not yet been reported in prostate cancer. MAGE-C2/CT-10 is a novel CT antigen. The objective of
this study was to analyze extent and prognostic significance of MAGE-C2/CT10 protein expression in prostate cancer. 348
prostate carcinomas from consecutive radical prostatectomies, 29 castration-refractory prostate cancer, 46 metastases, and
45 benign hyperplasias were immunohistochemically analyzed for MAGE-C2/CT10 expression using tissue microarrays.
Nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10 expression was identified in only 3.3% primary prostate carcinomas. MAGE-C2/CT10 protein
expression was significantly more frequent in metastatic (16.3% positivity) and castration-resistant prostate cancer (17%
positivity; p,0.001). Nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10 expression was identified as predictor of biochemical recurrence after radical
prostatectomy (p=0.015), which was independent of preoperative PSA, Gleason score, tumor stage, and surgical margin
status in multivariate analysis (p,0.05). MAGE-C2/CT10 expression in prostate cancer correlates with the degree of
malignancy and indicates a higher risk for biochemical recurrence after radical prostatectomy. Further, the results suggest
MAGE-C2/CT10 as a potential target for adjuvant and palliative immunotherapy in patients with prostate cancer.
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Introduction
When prostate cancer is localized in the prostate, the treatment
of choice is prostatectomy or irradiation. However, when the
tumor relapses or is already metastatic at diagnosis, therapy is
problematic. Castration has been the main treatment option for
unconfined disease for more than 50 years. However, patients
frequently progress after endocrine treatment [1]. Occurrence of
castration resistance is associated with poor prognosis and only
palliative therapy is available in such advanced tumor stages.
Immunotherapy targeting cancer-testis (CT) antigens are promis-
ing new treatment modalities for advanced lung cancer, ovarian
cancer and melanoma patients [2],[3],[4],[5],[6],[7],[8],[9] but
CT antigens, except NY-ESO-1 [10], haven’t been employed as
vaccine targets for prostate cancer.
In most cases, CT antigens are only expressed in germ cells
of the human testis. To date, more than 100 CT antigens have
been identified, which belong to at least 44 distinct families. CT
antigens mapping to chromosome X are referred to as CT-X
antigens and distinguished from Non-X CT antigens located on
other chromosomes [11]. The expression of CT-X antigens varies
greatly between different tumor types and are more prevalent in
higher grade and advanced stage tumors [12],[13],[14],[15]. They
are most frequently expressed in melanomas [16], bladder [17],
[18], lung [12], ovarian [19], and hepatocellular carcinomas [20],
and are uncommon in renal cell carcinoma [21], colon cancer
[22], and hematological malignancies [23].
Interestingly, a member of the CT antigens, MAGE-A11 appears
to directly contribute to the development of androgen independent
prostate tumor growth by stimulating the activity of the androgen
receptor [24]. MAGE-A11 expression is regulated by DNA methy-
lation status: in castration-recurrent prostate tumors, MAGE-A11 is
upregulated, correlating with hypomethylation of discrete CpG
sites adjacent to the transcriptional start site of the gene, by
contrast, the methylation status of other regions of the MAGE-A11
promoter CpG island does not correlate with gene expression [24].
Furthermore, treatment of prostate cells with decitabine causes
upregulation of MAGE-A11 expression [24],[25].
Studies analysing mRNA expression [26],[27],[28],[29],[30]
and immunohistochemical analyses [31],[32],[33] of several CT
antigens have been performed. There is evolving evidence that
NY-ESO-1 expression in the tumor changes from negative to
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cer, which is known to be a relatively slow progressing disease,
expression ranges stage dependant from 5% to 30% [29],[31].
Recently, an antibody against MAGE-C2/CT-10, a novel CT
antigen has been generated [35]. The MAGE-C2/CT-10 gene
shows significant homology with the MAGE-C1/CT-7 gene and
both genes map in close proximity to chromosome Xq27.13.
MAGE-C2/CT-10 was originally identified in a melanoma cell
line. Until now, MAGE-C2/CT10 mRNA expression in prostate
cancer was analysed in few prostate samples, only: In a study by
Prikler et al., 12 castration-resistent and eight hormone sensitive
tumors were CT10 negative. Furthermore, Lucas et al. found one
of ten prostate cancer tissues to be CT10 positive [28],[30].
We have reported MAGE-C2/CT-10 in a large proportion of
hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) [20]. While testing the MAGE-
C2/CT-10 antibody in a multi-tumor tissue microarray, we
identified MAGE-C2/CT10 protein expression in single PCa
cases. Based on this observation, we performed a comprehensive
tissue microarray-based analysis of PCa. We demonstrate that
protein expression of MAGE-C2/CT10 is found in a substantial
subset of prostate cancer, mainly metastatic and castration resis-
tant primary tumors. We further show that MAGE-C2/CT10
expression was identified as predictor of biochemical recurrence
after radical prostatectomy, independent of known risk factors.
Materials and Methods
Prostate tissue microarrays
A total of 468 formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded prostate
tissues was retrieved from the archives of the Institute of Surgical
Pathology, University Zurich, Switzerland and a tissue microarray
(TMA) was constructed as described previously [36]. The TMA
included a series of 348 consecutive (non-selected) radical pros-
tatectomy specimens with prostate cancer, 29 castration resistent
prostate cancer samples, 18 lymph node metastases, 28 distant
metastases (bone, lung, urinary bladder) and 45 benign prostatic
hyperplasia samples. H&E-stained slides of all specimens were
re-evaluated by experienced pathologists (P.J.W., H.M.) to identify
representative areas for TMA construction. Tumor stage and
Gleason score of the cohort were assigned according to the
International Union Against Cancer (UICC) and WHO/ISUP
criteria [37]. Median follow-up of the cohort was 71 months (0-
163). The raw data of the tissue microarray have been deposited
under (link will be sent). The Zurich cantonal scientific ethics
committee for pathology (KEK) approved the study and waived
the need for consent (Ref. No. StV-Nr-05/2007).
Immunohistochemistry
The expression of MAGE-C2/CT10 was analyzed immuno-
histochemically as reported recently [20]. Clinical and patholog-
ical parameters of the prostate cancer cases included in the TMA
are summarized in Table S1. Consecutive 3 mm sections were cut
from TMA blocks and mounted on glass slides (Super-Frost Plus,
Menzel, Braunschweig, Germany). For immunohistochemical
staining the Ventana Benchmark automated staining system
(Ventana Medical Systems, Tucson, AZ) and Ventana reagents
were used. After deparaffinization in xylene, slides were rehydrat-
ed in decreasing concentrations of ethanol. Endogenous peroxi-
dase was blocked using Ventana endogenous peroxidase blocking
kit after a rinse with distilled water. For antigen retrieval slides
were heated with cell conditioning solution (CC1, Ventana)
according to manufacturer’s instructions. For the detection of
MAGE-C2/CT-10, the mAb CT10#5 previously generated by
our group [35], for the detection of MAGE-C1/CT7, the clone
CT7-33, DAKO A/S and for NY-ESO-1 the clone E978,
ZYMED were employed and adjusted to the Ventana Benchmark
system after performing titrations (optimal dilution 1:100; 1:80,
1:50 respectively). iVIEW-DAB was used as chromogen. Normal
testicular tissue was chosen as internal positive control for MAGE-
C2/CT10, MAGE-C1/CT7 and NY-ESO-1 expression. MAGE-
C2/CT10 expression was nuclear, MAGE-C1/CT7 and NY-
ESO-1 expression was cytoplasmic and nuclear. For negative
controls, the primary antibody was omitted. Two investigators
(L.v.B., L.K.) performed a blinded evaluation of the slides for
MAGE-C2/CT10, MAGE-C1/CT7 and NY-ESO-1 expression.
Non-interpretable results, due to lack of carcinoma tissue, presence
of necrosis or crush artifact, were excluded from the analysis. At
least 100 cells were counted in each TMA core. Nuclear MAGE-
C2/CT10 immunoreactivity was evaluated using a semi-quanti-
tative, stepwise scoring system: negative (0% of cell nuclei stained);
weak nuclear staining (1–10% of nuclei stained); moderate nuclear
staining (11–50% of nuclei stained); strong nuclear staining (51 to
100% of nuclei stained). Searching for cutoffs in an unbiased way
is a major problem in immunohistochemical studies dealing with a
continuous readout. The median nuclear CT10 immunoreactivity
in prostatectomy cases (median 0%) was chosen as cutoff.
Accordingly, positive nuclear CT10 immunoreactivity was defined
as nuclear staining in at least 1% of target cells. NY-ESO-1- and
CT7- staining is cytoplasmic or nuclear, immunoreactivity was
evaluated using a semi-quantitative, stepwise scoring system:
negative (0% of cells stained); weak nuclear staining (1–10% of
cells stained); moderate staining (11–50% of cells stained); strong
staining (51 to 100% of cells stained). The median NY-ESO-1 and
CT7 immunoreactivity (median 0%) was chosen as cutoff.
Accordingly, positive staining for NY-ESO-1 and CT7 immuno-
reactivity was defined as nuclear or cytoplasmic staining in at least
1% of target cells.
Statistical analyses of tissue microarray data
SPSS version 17.0 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) was used for
statistical analyses. P-values,0.05 were considered significant. In
case of multiple tests the Bonferroni-Holm procedure was applied.
Contingency table analysis and two-sided Fisher’s exact tests were
used to study statistical associations between clinicopathological
and immunohistochemical data. For the comparison of two
Figure 1. Estimation of statistical power versus total sample
size N for different hazard ratios. MAGE-C2/CT10 expression could
be observed in 11 of 341 (3.2%) prostatectomy specimens. The
occurrence of MAGE-C2/CT10 expression should double the risk of
PSA recurrence during follow up, resulting in a hazard ratio of
approximately 2.0. Accordingly, the available sample size of 341
analyzable patients would be sufficient to detect a difference
concerning PSA recurrence with a significance of p,0.05 and a power
of approximately 86%. For higher hazard ratios (2.4, 2.8, 3.2) a statistical
power of approximately 99% was calculated.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.g001
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was calculated. Time to PSA recurrence (cut off$0.1 ng/ml) was
selected as clinical end point. Recurrence-free survival (RFS)
curves were calculated by the Kaplan-Meier method with
significance evaluated by two-sided log-rank statistics. Patients
were censored at the time of their last tumor-free clinical follow-up
visit. Patients not reaching PSA nadir (,0.1 ng/ml) postopera-
tively were excluded. A stepwise multivariable Cox regression
model was adjusted, testing the independent prognostic relevance
of MAGE-C2/CT10 immunoreactivity. The proportionality
assumption for all variables was assessed with log-negative-log
survival distribution functions. Statistical considerations regarding
sample size are given in Figure 1. Calculations were performed
using the respective models of the PASS 2008 software (NCSS,
Kaysville, UT).
Results
MAGE-C2/CT10 expression in normal and malignant
prostate tissue
Comprehensive clinical and histopathologic data are given
in Table S1. In total, 456 of 468 cores (97.4%) could be eva-
luated for MAGE-C2/CT10 immunoreactivity. A representative
MAGE-C2/CT10 staining pattern is shown in Figure 2A–C.
MAGE-C2/CT10 expression was not detected in prostatic
hyperplasia. Organ-confined cancers showed nuclear MAGE-
C2/CT10 expression in 3.3% (11/330) cases, whereas metastatic
and castration resistant disease were positive in 16.3% (7/36) and
17% (5/23) of cases, respectively. Nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10
staining progressively increased from prostatic hyperplasia to
prostate-confined cancer to metastatic and castration resistant
disease (Figure 3; p,0.001). As shown in Figure S1, differential
CT10 expression between normal and neoplastic tissue could be
observed: the percentage of CT10 positivity significantly increased
from benign prostatic hyperplasia to organ confined prostate
cancer to castration resistant prostate and metastatic disease,
including lymph node and bone metastases. As previously de-
scribed [1], neuroendocrine differentiation is more prevalent in
castration resistant prostate cancer. However, no coexpression of
CT10 and neuroendocrine markers such as synaptophysin and
chromogranin could be detected (Figure S2). No correlation
between nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10 expression and age at diag-
nosis, Gleason score, tumor stage, nodal status, surgical margin
status or preoperative PSA levels was found (Table 1). Interest-
ingly, CT10 was significantly co-expressed with other CT antigens
(Fig. 4), like NY-ESO-1 and CT7 (Fig. 2D–I).
Figure 2. Representative immunohistochemical expression patterns from 1–10%, 11–50% and 51–100% of MAGE-C2/CT10 (A, B
and C), MAGE-C1/CT7 (D, E and F) and NY-ESO-1 (G, H and I). A: Radical prostatectomy specimen (Gleason 4+3), B: Bone metastasis of
prostate cancer, C: Bone metastasis of prostate cancer, D: Radical prostatectomy specimen (Gleason 4+3), E: Castration-resistant prostate cancer
(Gleason 5+5), F: Palliative transurethral resection of prostate cancer (Gleason 4+5), G: Bone metastasis of prostate cancer, H: Palliative transurethral
resection of prostate cancer (Gleason 5+4), I: Castration-resistant prostate cancer (Gleason 5+4). Original magnification: 2006; Magnification bar:
20 mM.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.g002
Figure 3. Cumulative bar chart representing nuclear immuno-
reactivity for MAGE-C2/CT10 in different prostate tissue types,
showing increased expression from prostatic hyperplasia to
organ-confined prostate cancer to metastatic and castration
resistant disease (p,0.001). BPH: benign prostatic hyperplasia;
ADCA: organ-confined adenocarcinoma of the prostate; MTS: prostate
cancer metastasis; CRPC: castration-resistant prostate cancer.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.g003
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Patients with MAGE-C2/CT10 positive prostate cancers were
compared with negative cases regarding RFS by univariate Cox
regression analysis (Table 2). MAGE-C2/CT10 expression was
significantly associated with shorter RFS (p=0.015; Figure 5).
Patients with MAGE-C2/CT10 positive tumors had a median
RFS of 51 months (95% confidence interval 17-86 months)
compared to 116 months (95% confidence interval 107–125
months) for patients with MAGE-C2/CT10 negative tumors.
Besides the expression of MAGE-C2/CT10, increased Gleason
score (p,0.001), tumor stage (p,0.001), surgical margins (p,
0.001) and preoperative PSA level (p,0.001) were significantly
associated with shorter RFS time.
In a multivariate analysis, a Cox regression model was
developed for assessment of the RFS rate. Characteristics of
variables are shown in Table 3. Only MAGE-C2/CT10 ex-
pression, Gleason score, tumor stage, surgical margin status and
preoperative PSA levels were considered. All variables, including
MAGE-C2/CT10 expression (p=0.03), remained significant. The
hazard ratio for MAGE-C2/CT10 expression was 2.770 (95%
confidence interval 1.106–6.934).
Discussion
In the present study, we analyzed the presence of MAGE-C2/
CT10 protein in a representative cohort of patients with prostate
cancer and found MAGE-C2/CT10 to be frequently expressed in
advanced prostate cancer; i.e. in metastatic and castration-resis-
tant disease. Moreover, we identified nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10
expression as a predictor of biochemical recurrence after radical
prostatectomy, which was independent of the well established
predictive factors including preoperative PSA, Gleason score,
tumor stage, and surgical margin status.
We detected nuclear MAGE-C2/CT10 positivity in 16.3% and
17% of patients with metastatic and castration resistant disease
respectively, but only in 3.3% of organ confined PCa. This finding
is of clinical significance, because a subgroup of patients with
advanced, castration resistant PCa may be considered for immu-
notherapy in the future. Previous studies have shown that MAGE-
C2/CT10 is able to induce specific immune responses in the auto-
logous host. Cytotoxic T lymphocytes directed against MAGE/
CT-10 epitopes have been found in melanoma patients and
antibodies directed against MAGE-C2/CT-10 were detected in
melanoma and patients [38],[39],[40],[12],[41].
Table 1. Clinicopathological characteristics in relation to
CT10 immunoreactivity in radical prostatectomy tumor
specimens.
Variable Characteristics CT10 immunoreactivity
negative positive p
Age at diagnosis (grouped) ,64 years 143 4 1.000
a
$ 64 years 178 6
Gleason score (grouped) 5–6 55 0 0.152
b
7 193 6
8–10 80 5
Tumor stage (grouped) pT2a-c 209 6 0.558
b
pT3a-b 105 5
pT4 13 0
Nodal status pN0 254 10 1.000
a
pN1 17 0
Surgical margin status negative 212 6 0.524
a
positive 111 5
Preoperative PSA levels ,10 ng/mL 131 3 0.520
a
$ 10 ng/mL 157 7
aFisher’s exact test, two-sided; bold face representing p,0.05.
bPearson Chi-Square, Asymp. Sig., two sided.
p=p-value.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.t001
Figure 4. Significant coexpression of MAGE-C2/CT10 with NY-ESO-1 and MAGE-C1/CT7 on the tissue microarray.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.g004
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[42]. In a recent study, Yang et al. demonstrated that MAGE-C2
can act as co-repressor of p53 by binding to KAP1 enhancing
suppression of p53. These results suggest that MAGE-C2
contributes to the development of malignancies by providing a
survival advantage [43]. MAGE gene expression is epigenetically
repressed by promoter region methylation in most cells but factors
controlling MAGE gene promoter methylation have not been fully
identified. Yang et al. have shown that MAGE gene expression is
epigenetically controlled by the KIT tyrosine kinase [44].
Understanding the factors controlling MAGE gene expression
may allow more effective therapeutic strategies targeting MAGE
antigens [45],[46],[47].
While our study corroborates previous studies reporting low
incidence of CT antigens in organ-confined prostate cancer, the
increased MAGE-C2/CT10 antigen expression in advanced PCa
was an unexpected novel finding. Also CT antigen expression has
not yet been analyzed in a larger cohort of PCa patients. To our
knowledge, only 30 tumors have been analyzed for MAGE-C2/
CT10 mRNA expression previously: positivity was reported in 1/
10 and 0/20 tumor samples [30],[32]. In other tumors, MAGE-C2/
CT10 protein waspreviouslyidentifiedin 34%-48%ofhepatocellular
carcinomas [20],[48], in 43% of multiple myeloma [49], in 20% of
high-grade urothelial carcinomas of the urinary bladder [18], in 20%
of head and neck cancers [28], and in 43% of melanomas, res-
pectively. The reported 5% prevalence of MAGE-C2/CT-10
expression in colorectal cancers [50] is comparable to our finding
of rare MAGE-C2/CT-10 expression in primary PCa. A poor
survival was observed in advanced MAGE-C2/CT-10-positive
urothelial carcinoma of the urinary bladder, but MAGE-C2/
CT-10 expression had no prognostic impact in HCC.
Importantly, our study identified MAGE-C2/CT-10 as an
independent predictor of biochemical recurrence after radical
prostatectomy, providing a potential basis for better prognostica-
tion and treatment stratification of patients with PCa. The wide-
spread use of serum prostate-specific antigen (PSA) screening has
led to the identification of an increasing number of asymptomatic
low-stage tumors in younger men [51],[52]. A yet unanswered
important clinical question is if those patients require treatment
and if so, how aggressively should this potential treatment be.
Patients with localized disease are preferentially being treated with
either radical prostatectomy or radiation therapy, both with
curative intent [53],[54]. Currently, prognostication and treatment
stratification at the time of diagnosis are based on clinical stage,
biopsy Gleason grade, and serum PSA levels. In cases treated
by radical prostatectomy, prognosis can be refined by using
pathological stage and Gleason grade. However, these prognostic
indicators do not accurately predict clinical outcome for indivi-
dual patients. Improved markers are needed to determine which
patients are at risk and should therefore be treated more
aggressively. MAGE-C2/CT-10 should be added to the list of
proposed prognostic tumor progression markers, including MUC1
[55], AZGP1 [55], EZH2 [56], E2F3 [57], Ki67 [58],[59], and
CD10 [60].
In conclusion, our data provide evidence that MAGE-C2/CT-
10 may be a candidate for adjuvant and palliative vaccination in a
subset of patients with advanced prostate cancer. In addition,
MAGE-C2/CT-10 expression in early tumor stages indicates a
higher risk for biochemical recurrence after radical prostatectomy.
Supporting Information
Figure S1 Differential CT10 expression between normal and
neoplastic tissue: the percentage of CT10 positivity per tissue
microarray core significantly increased from benign prostatic
hyperplasia to organ confined prostate cancer to castration resis-
tent prostate and metastatic disease, including lymph node and
bone metastases.
(TIF)
Figure 5. Kaplan–Meyer curves regarding disease-free survival
of patients with no MAGE-C2/CT10 expression (blue line)
vs. patients with positive MAGE-C2/CT10 expression (green line)
in invasive prostate carcinomas receiving radical prostatectomy.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.g005
Table 3. Multivariate Cox regression analysis.
Variable Characteristics Recurrence-free survival
HR 95% CI p
*
Gleason score (grouped) 5–7 vs 8–10 2.237 1.314–3.807 0.003
Tumors stage (grouped) pT2a-c vs pT3a-pT4 1.950 1.184–3.212 0.009
Surgical margin status negative vs positive 2.598 1.599–4.223 ,0.001
Preoperative PSA level ,10 ng/mL vs$10
ng/mL
1.921 1.135–3.252 0.015
CT10 immunoreactivity negative vs positive 2.770 1.106–6.934 0.030
*p-values,0.05 are marked in bold.
HR=Hazard ratio.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.t003
Table 2. Univariate Cox regression analysis.
Variable Characteristics Recurrence-free survival
HR 95% CI p*
Age at diagnosis 1.006 0.964–1.050 0.772
Gleason score (grouped) 5–6 vs 7 vs 8–10 2.675 1.831–3.906 ,0.001
Tumors stage (grouped) pT2a–c vs pT3a-4 2.336 1.625–3.356 ,0.001
Surgical margin status negative vs positive 3.268 2.069–5.161 ,0.001
Preoperative PSA level ,10 ng/mL vs$10
ng/mL
2.317 1.432–3.748 0.001
CT10 immunoreactivity negative vs positive 2.913 1.170–7.252 0.022
*P-values,0.05 are marked in bold.
HR=Hazard ratio.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0021366.t002
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two patients were stained for chromogranin (CRGA) and
synaptophysin, two neuroendokrine markers. No coexpression of
CT10 and neuroendocrine markers could be detected.
(TIF)
Table S1 Clinicopathological characteristics and results of im-
munohistochemistry for patients receiving radical prostatectomy.
(XLS)
Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Martina Storz, Susanne Dettwiler and
Silvia Behnke for excellent technical assistance.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: AK LVB HM. Performed the
experiments: LVB LK AM PJW. Analyzed the data: LVB LK PJW.
Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: MP GS TH TS AAJ.
Wrote the paper: LVB MVB LJO GK HM AK PJW.
References
1. Debes JD, Tindall DJ (2004) Mechanisms of androgen-refractory prostate
cancer. N Engl J Med 351: 1488–1490.
2. Tyagi P, Mirakhur B (2009) MAGRIT: the largest-ever phase III lung cancer
trial aims to establish a novel tumor-specific approach to therapy. Clin Lung
Cancer 10: 371–374.
3. Bender A, Karbach J, Neumann A, Jager D, Al-Batran SE, et al. (2007) LUD
00-009: phase 1 study of intensive course immunization with NY-ESO-1
peptides in HLA-A2 positive patients with NY-ESO-1-expressing cancer.
Cancer Immun 7: 16.
4. Odunsi K, Qian F, Matsuzaki J, Mhawech-Fauceglia P, Andrews C, et al. (2007)
Vaccination with an NY-ESO-1 peptide of HLA class I/II specificities induces
integrated humoral and T cell responses in ovarian cancer. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A 104: 12837–12842.
5. Atanackovic D, Altorki NK, Cao Y, Ritter E, Ferrara CA, et al. (2008) Booster
vaccination of cancer patients with MAGE-A3 protein reveals long-term
immunological memory or tolerance depending on priming. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A 105: 1650–1655.
6. Jager E, Karbach J, Gnjatic S, Neumann A, Bender A, et al. (2006)
Recombinant vaccinia/fowlpox NY-ESO-1 vaccines induce both humoral and
cellular NY-ESO-1-specific immune responses in cancer patients. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 103: 14453–14458.
7. van Baren N, Bonnet MC, Dreno B, Khammari A, Dorval T, et al. (2005)
Tumoral and immunologic response after vaccination of melanoma patients
with an ALVAC virus encoding MAGE antigens recognized by T cells. J Clin
Oncol 23: 9008–9021.
8. Valmori D, Souleimanian NE, Tosello V, Bhardwaj N, Adams S, et al. (2007)
Vaccination with NY-ESO-1 protein and CpG in Montanide induces integrated
antibody/Th1 responses and CD8 T cells through cross-priming. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 104: 8947–8952.
9. Davis ID, Chen W, Jackson H, Parente P, Shackleton M, et al. (2004)
Recombinant NY-ESO-1 protein with ISCOMATRIX adjuvant induces broad
integrated antibody and CD4(+) and CD8(+) T cell responses in humans. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 101: 10697–10702.
10. Karbach J, Neumann A, Atmaca A, Wahle C, Brand K, et al. (2011) Efficient In
vivo Priming by Vaccination with Recombinant NY-ESO-1 Protein and CpG in
Antigen Naive Prostate Cancer Patients. Clin Cancer Res 17: 861–870.
11. Simpson AJ, Caballero OL, Jungbluth A, Chen YT, Old LJ (2005) Cancer/testis
antigens, gametogenesis and cancer. Nat Rev Cancer 5: 615–625.
12. Gure AO, Chua R, Williamson B, Gonen M, Ferrera CA, et al. (2005) Cancer-
testis genes are coordinately expressed and are markers of poor outcome in non-
small cell lung cancer. Clin Cancer Res 11: 8055–8062.
13. Velazquez EF, Jungbluth AA, Yancovitz M, Gnjatic S, Adams S, et al. (2007)
Expression of the cancer/testis antigen NY-ESO-1 in primary and metastatic
malignant melanoma (MM)–correlation with prognostic factors. Cancer Immun
7: 11.
14. Andrade VC, Vettore AL, Felix RS, Almeida MS, Carvalho F, et al. (2008)
Prognostic impact of cancer/testis antigen expression in advanced stage multiple
myeloma patients. Cancer Immun 8: 2.
15. Napoletano C, Bellati F, Tarquini E, Tomao F, Taurino F, et al. (2008) MAGE-
A and NY-ESO-1 expression in cervical cancer: prognostic factors and effects of
chemotherapy. Am J Obstet Gynecol 198: 99 e91–97.
16. Barrow C, Browning J, MacGregor D, Davis ID, Sturrock S, et al. (2006) Tumor
antigen expression in melanoma varies according to antigen and stage. Clin
Cancer Res 12: 764–771.
17. Sharma P, Gnjatic S, Jungbluth AA, Williamson B, Herr H, et al. (2003)
Frequency of NY-ESO-1 and LAGE-1 expression in bladder cancer and
evidence of a new NY-ESO-1 T-cell epitope in a patient with bladder cancer.
Cancer Immun 3: 19.
18. Sharma P, Shen Y, Wen S, Bajorin DF, Reuter VE, et al. (2006) Cancer-testis
antigens: expression and correlation with survival in human urothelial
carcinoma. Clin Cancer Res 12: 5442–5447.
19. Odunsi K, Jungbluth AA, Stockert E, Qian F, Gnjatic S, et al. (2003) NY-ESO-1
and LAGE-1 cancer-testis antigens are potential targets for immunotherapy in
epithelial ovarian cancer. Cancer Res 63: 6076–6083.
20. Riener MO, Wild PJ, Soll C, Knuth A, Jin B, et al. (2009) Frequent expression of
the novel cancer testis antigen MAGE-C2/CT-10 in hepatocellular carcinoma.
Int J Cancer 124: 352–357.
21. Kruger T, Schoor O, Lemmel C, Kraemer B, Reichle C, et al. (2005) Lessons to
be learned from primary renal cell carcinomas: novel tumor antigens and HLA
ligands for immunotherapy. Cancer Immunol Immunother 54: 826–836.
22. Scanlan MJ, Welt S, Gordon CM, Chen YT, Gure AO, et al. (2002) Cancer-
related serological recognition of human colon cancer: identification of potential
diagnostic and immunotherapeutic targets. Cancer Res 62: 4041–4047.
23. Meklat F, Li Z, Wang Z, Zhang Y, Zhang J, et al. (2007) Cancer-testis antigens
in haematological malignancies. Br J Haematol 136: 769–776.
24. Karpf AR, Bai S, James SR, Mohler JL, Wilson EM (2009) Increased expression
of androgen receptor coregulator MAGE-11 in prostate cancer by DNA
hypomethylation and cyclic AMP. Mol Cancer Res 7: 523–535.
25. Akers SN, Odunsi K, Karpf AR (2010) Regulation of cancer germline antigen
gene expression: implications for cancer immunotherapy. Future Oncol 6:
717–732.
26. Chen YT, Scanlan MJ, Sahin U, Tureci O, Gure AO, et al. (1997) A testicular
antigen aberrantly expressed in human cancers detected by autologous antibody
screening. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 94: 1914–1918.
27. Lethe B, Lucas S, Michaux L, De Smet C, Godelaine D, et al. (1998) LAGE-1, a
new gene with tumor specificity. Int J Cancer 76: 903–908.
28. Lucas S, De Plaen E, Boon T (2000) MAGE-B5, MAGE-B6, MAGE-C2, and
MAGE-C3: four new members of the MAGE family with tumor-specific
expression. Int J Cancer 87: 55–60.
29. Nakada T, Noguchi Y, Satoh S, Ono T, Saika T, et al. (2003) NY-ESO-1
mRNA expression and immunogenicity in advanced prostate cancer. Cancer
Immun 3: 10.
30. Prikler L, Scandella E, Men Y, Engeler DS, Diener PA, et al. (2004) [Adaptive
immunotherapy of the advanced prostate cancer - cancer testis antigen (CTA) as
possible target antigens]. Aktuelle Urol 35: 326–330.
31. Fossa A, Berner A, Fossa SD, Hernes E, Gaudernack G, et al. (2004) NY-ESO-1
protein expression and humoral immune responses in prostate cancer. Prostate
59: 440–447.
32. Gjerstorff MF, Johansen LE, Nielsen O, Kock K, Ditzel HJ (2006) Restriction of
GAGE protein expression to subpopulations of cancer cells is independent of
genotype and may limit the use of GAGE proteins as targets for cancer
immunotherapy. Br J Cancer 94: 1864–1873.
33. Hudolin T, Juretic A, Spagnoli GC, Pasini J, Bandic D, et al. (2006)
Immunohistochemical expression of tumor antigens MAGE-A1, MAGE-A3/4,
and NY-ESO-1 in cancerous and benign prostatic tissue. Prostate 66: 13–18.
34. Jager D, Karbach J, Pauligk C, Seil I, Frei C, et al. (2005) Humoral and cellular
immune responses against the breast cancer antigen NY-BR-1: definition of two
HLA-A2 restricted peptide epitopes. Cancer Immun 5: 11.
35. Zhuang R, Zhu Y, Fang L, Liu XS, Tian Y, et al. (2006) Generation of
monoclonal antibodies to cancer/testis (CT) antigen CT10/MAGE-C2. Cancer
Immun 6: 7.
36. Kononen J, Bubendorf L, Kallioniemi A, Barlund M, Schraml P, et al. (1998)
Tissue microarrays for high-throughput molecular profiling of tumor specimens.
Nat Med 4: 844–847.
37. Epstein JI, Amin M, Boccon-Gibod L, Egevad L, Humphrey PA, et al. (2005)
Prognostic factors and reporting of prostate carcinoma in radical prostatectomy
and pelvic lymphadenectomy specimens. Scand J Urol Nephrol Suppl. pp 34–63.
38. Ma W, Germeau C, Vigneron N, Maernoudt AS, Morel S, et al. (2004) Two
new tumor-specific antigenic peptides encoded by gene MAGE-C2 and
presented to cytolytic T lymphocytes by HLA-A2. Int J Cancer 109: 698–702.
39. Germeau C, Ma W, Schiavetti F, Lurquin C, Henry E, et al. (2005) High
frequency of antitumor T cells in the blood of melanoma patients before and
after vaccination with tumor antigens. J Exp Med 201: 241–248.
40. Godelaine D, Carrasco J, Brasseur F, Neyns B, Thielemans K, et al. (2007) A
new tumor-specific antigen encoded by MAGE-C2 and presented to cytolytic T
lymphocytes by HLA-B44. Cancer Immunol Immunother 56: 753–759.
41. Wang Y, Han KJ, Pang XW, Vaughan HA, Qu W, et al. (2002) Large scale
identification of human hepatocellular carcinoma-associated antigens by
autoantibodies. J Immunol 169: 1102–1109.
42. Gure AO, Stockert E, Arden KC, Boyer AD, Viars CS, et al. (2000) CT10: a
new cancer-testis (CT) antigen homologous to CT7 and the MAGE family,
identified by representational-difference analysis. Int J Cancer 85: 726–732.
43. Yang B, O’Herrin SM, Wu J, Reagan-Shaw S, Ma Y, et al. (2007) MAGE-A,
mMage-b, and MAGE-C proteins form complexes with KAP1 and suppress
MAGE-C2/CT10 Expression in Prostate Cancer
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 6 July 2011 | Volume 6 | Issue 7 | e21366p53-dependent apoptosis in MAGE-positive cell lines. Cancer Res 67:
9954–9962.
44. Yang B, Wu J, Maddodi N, Ma Y, Setaluri V, et al. (2007) Epigenetic control of
MAGE gene expression by the KIT tyrosine kinase. J Invest Dermatol 127:
2123–2128.
45. De Smet C, Lurquin C, Lethe B, Martelange V, Boon T (1999) DNA
methylation is the primary silencing mechanism for a set of germ line- and
tumor-specific genes with a CpG-rich promoter. Mol Cell Biol 19: 7327–7335.
46. Furuta J, Umebayashi Y, Miyamoto K, Kikuchi K, Otsuka F, et al. (2004)
Promoter methylation profiling of 30 genes in human malignant melanoma.
Cancer Sci 95: 962–968.
47. Wischnewski F, Pantel K, Schwarzenbach H (2006) Promoter demethylation
and histone acetylation mediate gene expression of MAGE-A1, -A2, -A3, and
-A12 in human cancer cells. Mol Cancer Res 4: 339–349.
48. Peng JR, Chen HS, Mou DC, Cao J, Cong X, et al. (2005) Expression of
cancer/testis (CT) antigens in Chinese hepatocellular carcinoma and its
correlation with clinical parameters. Cancer Lett 219: 223–232.
49. Atanackovic D, Luetkens T, Hildebrandt Y, Arfsten J, Bartels K, et al. (2009)
Longitudinal analysis and prognostic effect of cancer-testis antigen expression in
multiple myeloma. Clin Cancer Res 15: 1343–1352.
50. Li M, Yuan YH, Han Y, Liu YX, Yan L, et al. (2005) Expression profile of
cancer-testis genes in 121 human colorectal cancer tissue and adjacent normal
tissue. Clin Cancer Res 11: 1809–1814.
51. Andriole GL, Crawford ED, Grubb RL. 3rd, Buys SS, Chia D, et al. (2009)
Mortalityresultsfromarandomizedprostate-cancerscreeningtrial.NEnglJMed
360: 1310–1319.
52. Schroder FH, Hugosson J, Roobol MJ, Tammela TL, Ciatto S, et al. (2009)
Screening and prostate-cancer mortality in a randomized European study.
N Engl J Med 360: 1320–1328.
53. Bill-Axelson A, Holmberg L, Ruutu M, Haggman M, Andersson SO, et al.
(2005) Radical prostatectomy versus watchful waiting in early prostate cancer.
N Engl J Med 352: 1977–1984.
54. Dearnaley DP, Hall E, Lawrence D, Huddart RA, Eeles R, et al. (2005) Phase
III pilot study of dose escalation using conformal radiotherapy in prostate
cancer: PSA control and side effects. Br J Cancer 92: 488–498.
55. Lapointe J, Li C, Higgins JP, van de Rijn M, Bair E, et al. (2004) Gene
expression profiling identifies clinically relevant subtypes of prostate cancer. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 101: 811–816.
56. Bachmann IM, Halvorsen OJ, Collett K, Stefansson IM, Straume O, et al.
(2006) EZH2 expression is associated with high proliferation rate and aggressive
tumor subgroups in cutaneous melanoma and cancers of the endometrium,
prostate, and breast. J Clin Oncol 24: 268–273.
57. Foster CS, Falconer A, Dodson AR, Norman AR, Dennis N, et al. (2004)
Transcription factor E2F3 overexpressed in prostate cancer independently
predicts clinical outcome. Oncogene 23: 5871–5879.
58. Bubendorf L, Sauter G, Moch H, Schmid HP, Gasser TC, et al. (1996) Ki67
labelling index: an independent predictor of progression in prostate cancer
treated by radical prostatectomy. J Pathol 178: 437–441.
59. Zellweger T, Gunther S, Zlobec I, Savic S, Sauter G, et al. (2009) Tumour
growth fraction measured by immunohistochemical staining of Ki67 is an
independent prognostic factor in preoperative prostate biopsies with small-
volume or low-grade prostate cancer. Int J Cancer 124: 2116–2123.
60. Fleischmann A, Schlomm T, Huland H, Kollermann J, Simon P, et al. (2008)
Distinct subcellular expression patterns of neutral endopeptidase (CD10) in
prostate cancer predict diverging clinical courses in surgically treated patients.
Clin Cancer Res 14: 7838–7842.
MAGE-C2/CT10 Expression in Prostate Cancer
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 7 July 2011 | Volume 6 | Issue 7 | e21366